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REMARKS 

This communication is in response to the final Office Action issued October 19, 2005. 
The Examiner rejected claims 1-3, 20, 21, 29, 30, and 35 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter that the AppUcants regard as the invention. The Examiner purported to reject claims 4-6, 
9-12, 16, 29, 32, and 33 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,713,801 to Aoyama 
(Aoyama), either alone or in combination with U.S. Patent No. 6,001,930 to Rajagopalan 
(Rajagopalan). The Examiner indicated that claims 17, 18, 22-28, and 34 were allowed. The 
Examiner indicated that claims 13-15 were allowable. The Examiner indicated that claims 1-3, 
20, 21, and 30 were allowable but for the § 1 12 rejections. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. $ 1 12, Second Paragraph 

On page 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1-3, 20, 21, 29, 30, and 35 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out 
and distinctly claim the subject matter that the Applicants regard as the invention. Specifically, 
the Examiner cited the recitation "another synthetic rubber." 

The Applicants reiterate their objections to these rejections, made in prior submissions, 
which are incorporated herein. A skilled artisan would clearly understand what a synthetic 
rubber is, and "another synthetic mbber" clearly means one in addition to those already 
mentioned. The Applicants further traverse the Examiner's temporal arguments. 

Nonetheless, in an effort solely directed to hastening the issuance of a Notice of 
Allowance in this application, which has been pending almost four years, the Applicants have 
amended the claims above to remove the recitations cited by the Examiner. 
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In view of the foregoing, the Examiner's rejections under 35 U.S.C, § 1 12, second 
paragraph, of the claims are believed to be overcome. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 

On pages 2-5 of the Office Action, the Examiner purported to reject claims 4-6, 9-12, 16, 
29, 32, and 33 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 in view of Aoyama, either alone or in combination with 
Rajagopalan. 

Initially, the AppUcants note that the arguments cited by the Examiner on page 6 of the 
Office Action regarding the previous obviousness-type rejections were not actually made. 

Claims 32 and 33 

The Examiner purported to reject claims 32 and 33 in view of Aoyama. These claims, 
however, were canceled in the Response to Office Action filed on June 7, 2005. 

Claims 4-6, 9-12, 16, and 29 

The Examiner rejected claims 4-6, 9-12, 16, and 29 in view of Aoyama modified by 
Rajagopalan. 

In rejecting claim 4, the Examiner relies on Aoyama to disclose a tensioned material 
made of "glass, polyamide, or carbon." However, each of these terms has previously been 
removed firom the claim. The AppHcants have amended claims 4 and 29 above to remove 
"fiber." 

In view of the foregoing, the Examiner's rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103 to the claims 
are believed to be overcome. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

On page 5 of the Office Action, the Examiner indicated that claims 17, 18, 22-28, and 34 
were allowed, claims 13-15 were allowable, and claims 1-3, 20, 21, and 30 were allowable but 
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for the § 1 12 rejections. The Applicants appreciate the Examiner's indication of allowable 
subject matter. While claim 34 was indicated as being both allowed and rejected on the Office 
Action Summary sheet, the Applicants trust that the latter reference was in error and that no 
response thereto is required. 

Claims Not Addressed 

The Examiner did not address claims 8 and 19 in the Office Action. Therefore, these 
claims have not been rejected, and have been tacitly allowed. 

Additional Fees 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any insufficiency or credit any 
overpayment associated with this application to Swidler Berlin LLP Deposit Account No. 19- 
5127 (order no. 20002.0227). 

Conclusion 

Claims 1, 4, 20, 29, and 35 have been amended. Claims 1-6, 8-18, 20-30, 34 and 34 are 
pending in the application, and are believed to be in condition for allowance. In view of the 
foregoing, all of the Examiner's rejections of the claims are believed to be overcome. The 
Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and issuance of a Notice of Allowance for all 
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claims. Should the Examiner feel further communication would help prosecution, the Examiner 
is urged to call the undersigned at the telephone number provided below. 



Swidler Berlin LLP 
3000 K Street, NW 
Suite 300 

Washington, DC 20007 
(202) 295-8429 



Respectfully Submitted, 




Dated: December 15, 2005 



Sean P. O'Hanlon 
Reg. No. 47,252 
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